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Background

m Federal Guidance/Standards

m Assessing Completeness & Accuracy of Criminal

History Record Systems: Audit Guide (1992)
m Various Approaches to Conducting Criminal History Audits

m Guidance for the Improvement of Criminal Justice
Records (1991)

m BJA Standards (completeness, accuracy, timeliness)

m Voluntary Standards for Improving the Quality of
Criminal History Record Information (1991)
m Recommended Annual Audits of States CHR Systems



Background

®# WV’s Criminal History Mandate (WV Code 15-2-24)

= [Lack of Specific Guidance:
m Reportable Arrests

m Conducting Regular Audits “

m National Criminal History Improvement Program
(NCHIP) in WV

m The National Consortium of Justice Info. & Statistics 1992
Audit Report (SEARCH)

= Marshall University’s 1997 Audit Report (1991 & 1994 Data)

® WV Criminal Justice Information Systems Advisory
Committee (CJIS)




Methodology: Data Collection

Reverse Auditing Methodology

Multistage Stratified Sampling Procedure
= Agency Type
= Population Coverage
= Geographic Region (Based on UCR Division)
= Arrest Volume

Levels of Strata (Source: FBI)

= Stratum 1- Municipal Police Agencies/Population 25,000 Plus
= Stratum 2- All Small to Midsize Municipal Police Agencies
= Stratum 3- All County Sheriff’s Departments & State Police

Probability Sampling with Replacement



Methodology: Data Collection

selected Law Enforcement Agencies by Geographic Region and Strata
Region/Agency Shata N %  RegionfAgency Strata N %
Northem southem
Margantown PD 181 11.9% Mt Hope PD
Bridgeport PD 38 25%  Wiliamson PD
Fairmont PD 142 23% Petestown PD
Anmoore PD —=  Fayette Co.
Monongalia Co. b4 4.2%  Summersvile 5P
Margaritcwn 5P 54 3.5% Giber 5P
21 1.4%  Hinton 5P
12 0.8% Summers Co.

7 0.5%
Wastem
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Map of Participating Agencies




Methodology: Sample

m Sampling of Arrest Records
m April 1998 & 2002
m 95.0% Confidence Level

m Description of Final Audit Sample
= 31 Agencies
m 1,522 Arrest Records
m By Agency Type: 62.7% Municipal Police Agencies
26.9% State Police Detachments
10.4% Sheriff’s Departments

m By Offense Type: 20.2% Violent
21.4% Property
7.9% Drug
15.7% DUI
34.7% Other



Methodology: Measurement

m Data Collection Form m Timeliness Measures
= Demographic/Arrest m Arrest to Fingerprint Card
= Fingerprint Arrest Card Arrival
= Court Disposition = Arrest to Court Disposition
= Incarceration = Arrest to CDR Arrival
= Completeness, Accuracy, = Disposition to CDR Arrival

& Missing Information
m Key Definitions

m Overall Completeness & » Critical Components
Accuracy = Completeness
m Accuracy

m Timeliness



Methodology

m Assessment of BJA Automation Standards

m Analysis Plan- Assessing Completeness, Accuracy,
& Timeliness
= Assessment of Total Sample of Arrests

m Assessment of Criminal History Record Critical
Components

= Results Further Analyzed by Agency & Offense Type



Completeness Results

Completeness for Total Sample of

m For the total sample of

Arrest Records (N=1,522) arrest records Only
Arrest Criminal History 39.0% were found to be
complete in the CHRs
> system.

Complete Q48

m Nearly two-thirds
(59.1%) of arrests
contained missing
information either from

Total 1,498 100.0% 1,500 100.0% the Qriginal source

Nofes: Atotal of 24 cases were missing from the anest records dO cuments or the I'ap

and 22 cases were missing from the criminal history records. These

cases were excluded frorm this analysis She et.

Incomplete 44
MOS

MRS 316




Completeness Results

Percentage of CDR Forms and : :
Fingerprint Arrest Cards Received at CIB - Flngerprlnt arrest cards

by Audit Year submitted to the
80% repository increased by
277.2% 1n 2005.

m Nearly 7 out of 10
CHRs contained a
fingerprint arrest card.

m A CDR form did not
arrive at the repository

CDR Forms Fingerprint Cards in over fifty percent

Notes: The 1997 audit collected data on April 1991 and Apri (565%) of all sampled

1994 arests, for a total of 267 ds. The 2005 audit collected
arrests.

2005 Audit

:
N
2

0%

recordls



Completeness Results

Percentage of Fingerprint Arrest Cards Received at CIB by
Offense Category (N = 1,516)

0%

Violent Property Drug DUI Other

Nofes: A total of & arrest recards contdined missing offense infarmation and were excluded from this andlysis. Yes refers fo those
fingernprint arest cards that were received at the CIB. No refers to those that were not received at the CIB




Accuracy Results

Accurcacy of Arrest Records
(N = 1,047)

m Accuracy for arrest
records found at the
central repository was
65.9%, with 16.5%
containing inaccurate
information in at least
one critical element.

Accuracy

Noles: Atotal of 15 amrest records were not convenead. These
records were handled as missing and excluded from this
analysis




Accuracy Results

Accuracy of Disposifional Information
(N = 645)

m Court Disposition
| information was
wos /20 assessed as accurz%te In
1.4% 69.8% of records in
Inaccurate | Accuracy which a CDR form was
| ' found, with over 20.0%
containing missing
information.

Notes: [is ;_':-:' sifional information was
These cases re handled as I .-:-:::-IIJ jf—-j Tr JTT hl
analysis. Percentages may nott 1:|I 11 00.0% due to rounding




Timeliness Results

Mean Number of Days for Timeliness Measures
by Audit Year

2005 Audit

12.8 04.0 109.2 652.0 154.9 651.0 56.4

Arrest to Arrest to Court Arrest to Disposition

Fingerprint Card Disposition CDR Arrival to CDR Arrival
Arrival

Nofes: The 1997 audit collected data on Apil 1991 and April 1994 arrests. The 2005 audit collected dara on Al 1998 and April
2002 arests. Cases over wo years were excluded from this analysis. Totals for each medsure of fimeliness are as follows:  Arrest 1o
fingempintcard Arival [N = 1,006), Arest to Cour Dispasifion [N = 632), Arrest fo COR Arival [N = 599), Disposiiion fo CDR Amval (N = 58/7)




Timeliness Results

m Over two-thirds (67.4%)

Number of Days for Fingerprint Arrest of fingerprint arrest cards
Cards to Arrive at CIB by submitted by Municipal
Agency Type (N = 1,006) Police arrived within 10

Mean Median days.
Municipal
Police 9.4 8.0 m Only 39.8% of cards
_ from State Police arrived
Sheriff’s o iy
Departments within 10 days.

m Slightly less than one-

State Police
Detachments 17.9 12, third (32.6%) of cards

Nofe: Cases over ninety days were excluded from this analysis sent by ShCI‘l ff’ S Dept-
arrived within 10 days.




Summary of Major Findings

m Most problematic area: Submission of fingerprint
arrest cards & final court dispositions

® Only 39.0% of arrests were complete in the
criminal history records system.

m Submissions of fingerprint arrest cards increased
by 27.2%, at 68.8%.

= Submissions of court dispositions increased by
12.4%, but more than half (56.5%) never arrived.



Summary of Major Findings

m Overall accuracy for arrest & dispositional
information was over 65.0%.

m The criminal history records system contains more
timely information.

m Arrest to fingerprint card arrival showed greatest
improvement (36.2 days).

m Arrival of fingerprint cards varies by agency type.
m Most dispositions met the 90 day BJA standard.



Implications & Future Direction

m Inability to Assess all Federal Standards (BJA)

= No Assessment of the Disparity in Policy &
Procedures Across Agencies/Courts

m Major Source of Error with Court Reporting
m Reverse Audit of Court System

m Greater Participation from Agencies



Implications & Future Direction

m Re-Examination of Court’s Automation System
m Examination of Court & Law Enforcement

Personnel Policies & Procedures

= Telephone Survey/Questionnaire
m Agency Fingerprint/Arrest Practices (Offenses)
m Juvenile Procedures
m Court Dispositional Reporting
m Awareness & Compliance with Federal Standards
m Technology Issues

m Training Issues
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Contact Information

For additional information regarding the WV Criminal History Records Data
Quality Review, please contact:

Theresa K. Lester

Research Analyst

WYV Division of Criminal Justice Services
Statistical Analysis Center

1204 Kanawha Blvd. East

Charleston, WV 25301

Phone: (304) 558-8814 extension 218
Fax: (304) 558-0391
Email: tlester@wvdcis.org

To view and print report visit:
http://www.wvdcjs.com/statsanalysis/publications.html




